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1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United . 
States. 

Claims 1 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Teshima et al (see Figs. 5 and 7; col. 10, lines 24-27). 

Teshima et al discloses the instant method of forming localized positive optical power 
units on a substrate by forming a master mold which is the inverse — ie, complement — of 
the desired arrangement and molding the units as set forth in instant claim 8. See col. 
10, lines 24-27 which disclose that a heated mold would be applied against a substrate 
to make the desired arrangement. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Teshima et al in view of van de Ven (col. 5, lines 51-55). 

The primary reference discloses the basic claimed method as set forth in paragraph 1, 
supra, Teshima et al essentially lacking the aspects of using a computer aided design to 
mill or grind the mold. Van de Ven teaches such methods to make master molds from 
which individual molds— equivalent to the instant master— are made. Certainly, it is well 
known in the mold making art to employ computer aided design and numerically control 
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a milling machine to cut the mold as desired and such would have been an obvious 
feature in the process of Teshima et al to make the mold as desired. 

3. Claims 4-7 and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Teshima et al. 

Teshima et al discloses the basic claimed method as set forth in paragraph 1 , supra, the 
applied reference essentially lacking the instant particulars of mold making. While 
Teshima et al employs electroplating methods to make the mold, it is respectfully 
submitted that the instant methods are all quite well known and would have been 
obvious alternative and equivalent methods of mold making. For instance, forming 
masters of hardened polymer or photopolymer which is polymerized with UV is well 
known as is the forming as set forth in instant claim 9. It is respectfully submitted that 
these methods would have been obvious and are art recognized equivalents to the 
electroplating taught in Teshima et al. Teshima et al shows molds with more than one 
electroplated layer and the use of Al-Ni electroplated layers would have been obvious 
over the electroplating taught in the applied reference dependent on the thermal 
conductivity desired for the mold. Forming the master so that it can wrap around a 
cylinder would have been obvious to form the desired arrangement on a continuous 
basis. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-91 97 (toll-free). 




M. Vargot 
January 16, 2007 



Mathieu D. Vargot 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1732 



